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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MO NTH (S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [El Claim(s) 6.8.9.11-16 and 21 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) E3 Claim(s) 6.8.9.11-16 and 21 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Examiner notes that Claims 11, 1 2 & 21 have been amended, and no claims 
have been cancelled or added. Claims not explicitly addressed herein are found to be 
addressed within prior Office Action dated 3 November 2005 as reiterated herein below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. Claim 21 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Examiner notes that Applicant has substantively 
amended the claim language, thereby overcoming the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
thereby facilitating withdrawal of the same. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

4. Claims 6, 11-13, 15, 16&21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over extensive consideration of US Patent US 6,738,841 B1 to Wolff. 
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5. Regarding Claims 6, 11-13, 15, 1 6 & 21 , Wolff discloses a print method and 
system for use with an intranet, (Col. 4, lines 56-64 & Col. 5, lines 26-30), the intranet 
being configured to store information corresponding to documents available for printing 
remotely, (Fig. 9 & Col. 2, lines 29-62), said print system comprising: 

communicatively coupling a personal digital assistant (PDA), (per pending 
Claim 13), to an intranet, the intranet providing access to print information, 
(document retrieval system), corresponding to documents available for 
printing, (Fig. 9; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & Col. 9, lines 1-30); 
receiving document reference information corresponding to each 
document available for printing (from the document retrieval system), (Fig. 
9; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & Col. 9, lines 1-30), 

storing document reference information with the PDA, (Col. 8, lines 33- 
47), (Examiner notes that as a PDA has a memory/storage capability, 
storage of document reference information on the PDA would have been 
obvious for purposes of transportation convenience at a remote location); 
and 

displaying, on the PDA, for the user, information corresponding to each 
document available for printing, the information being selectable such that 
selection of first information associated with a first document available for 
printing enables identification of the first document as a document to be 
printed at the network printer, (Fig. 9; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & Col. 9, lines 1- 
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30), (Examiner notes that it is well-known that a PDA is capable of 
displaying information, which information is selectable), 
wherein the step of enabling retrieval of printer information, (per pending 
Claim 15), comprises the steps of communicatively coupling a personal 
digital assistant (PDA) to the network printer on the intranet/Internet, (Fig. 
9; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & Col. 9, lines 1-30); 

receiving printer information, (IP address - per pending Claim 6), from the 
network printer; and storing the printer (driver) information with the PDA, 
(Fig. 9; Col. 5, lines 21-49; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & Col. 9, lines 1-30), 
(Examiner notes that as a PDA has a memory/storage capability, storage 
of printer information on the PDA would have been obvious for purposes 
of transportation convenience at a remote location. Additionally, Examiner 
notes that devices on any network require an address, and as Wolff 
teaches printers on the Internet, the use of an IP address for printer 
identification and access purposes would have been obvious (if not 
inherent)); and 

communicating, from the PDA, (remote print request system), to the 
document retrieval system, the printer information and the document 
reference information corresponding to a document to be printed such that 
the information for printing the document is communicated to the (remote 
- per pending Claims 12 & 15) network printer via the intranet and the 
Internet with the document being printed at the (remote) network printer, 
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directly from the document retrieval system without further use of the 
remote print request system, wherein the document retrieval system 
retrieves print information corresponding to a document to be printed in 
response to receiving document reference information from the remote 
print request system, (per pending Claim 16), (Fig. 9; Col. 8, lines 32-67; & 
Col. 9, lines 1-30). 

Thus, Claims 6, 11-13, 15, 16 & 21 are unpatentable over considerable consideration of 
the teachings of Wolff. 

6. Claims 8, 9 & 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the combined teachings of US Patent US 6,738,841 B1 to Wolff in view of US Patent 
Pub. No.: US 2002/0085515 A1 to Jaynes. 

7. Regarding Claims 8, 9 & 14, Wolff is relied upon for those teachings disclosed 
herein. As noted above, Wolff discloses a method, system and computer-readable 
medium for remotely printing a document, (Fig.9), wherein access is permitted to 
documents over a network, (Col. 5, lines 25-39), wherein Examiner notes that though 
not specifically noted within Wolff, accessing documents over a network would 
obviously require some sort of security or authorization process. That noted, Examiner 
additionally provides the Jaynes reference. Jaynes teaches receiving, storing and 
providing an authorization code via the PDA, (per pending Claim 9), wherein the step of 
providing [printer - per Wolff] information comprises the step of the [document] retrieval 
system providing the authorization code to the intranet, (remote print request system), 
such that the user may be identified as being authorized access [to request printing of a 
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document at the network printer - per Wolff], (per pending Claims 8 & 14), (Jaynes - 
paragraph #0031). 

8. The motivation to combine the teachings of Wolff and Jayne is found within 
Jaynes, which notes a need to provide information to a user, (PDA over a network), 
which information is relevant to a specific physical object in the vicinity of the user, (i.e.: 
bank account, etc.), (paragraph #006). Examiner notes that user, (i.e.: bank account, 
etc.) information is well known to be private information requiring a secure 
transmission/transfer process. Additionally, Examiner notes that as a PDA has a 
memory/storage capability, storage of an authorization code .on the PDA would have 
been obvious for purposes of security and access authorization when 
transmitting/receiving from a remote location. Thus, Claims 8, 9 & 14 are unpatentable 
over the combined teachings of Wolff and Jaynes. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed 2 March 2006, have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive as they pertain to the patentability of Applicant's claimed invention. 
Applicant's arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(c) because they do not clearly 
point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the 
state of the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Further, they 
do not show how the amendments avoid such references or objections. 

1 0. Applicant asserts that newly amended/added claims are patentably distinct from 
the prior art because they recite additional limitations enumerating direct communication 
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between the document retrieval system and the printer without additional interaction 
with the remote print request system. Examiner disagrees finding that the combined 
teachings of Wolff and Jaynes disclose the same, as noted herein above. Thus, 
Examiner finds the combined teachings of Wolff and Jaynes to fully encompass and 
anticipate all claims as enumerated by Applicant. 

1 1 . Regarding Applicant's argument that Wolff does not teach driver/server/printer 
communication via an Intranet and an Internet, Examiner respectfully disagrees, noting 
Wolff specifically teaches the use of various networks, (Wolff - Col. 4, lines 56-64 & Col. 
5, lines 25-35), which networks obviously include both Intranets as well as Internets. 
Moreover, Applicant admits that Wolff teaches a PDA sending a print request to a print 
driver/server, which driver/server is either integrated or coupled to a (network) printer, 
(Applicant's amendment dated 2 March 2006). Applicant goes on to add that the print 
driver/server "in an unexplained fashion" retrieves the document via a network from a 
server, after which "the print driver/server formats the document and causes the printer 
to print the document", (Applicant's amendment dated 2 March 2006). 

12. Thus, Applicant's only argument differentiating the Wolff reference from 
Applicant's own claim language boils down to Applicant's belief that Wolff does not 
teach driver/server/printer communication via an Intranet and an Internet. Examiner 
respectfully disagrees, noting that the Wolff reference clearly teaches a remote printing 
system and method wherein documents located anywhere on any network may be 
retrieved and printed at a remote printer of the users choice. Examiner finds that 
despite Applicant's confusion as to how the driver/server retrieves the document from a 
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network , Examiner finds that any given network wherein the document resides is 
obviously an Intranet of some sort, (i.e.: for security, etc.), wherein communication of 
said document to a printer remote from that Intranet network would obviously require 
the use of the Internet. Additionally, it is well-known that an Intranet is a private Internet 
network comprising internal web servers, often used by companies, (like that taught in 
Wolff), to give their employees easy access to corporate information, whereby remote 
printing, (like that taught in Wolff), on a non-company printer, (i.e.: at a hotel), would 
obviously occur via the Internet. Thus, Examiner finds that Wolff clearly and obviously 
teaches driver/server/printer communication via both an Intranet and an Internet. 

1 3. Thus, Examiner has addressed Applicant's Amendment, and has further rejected 
all claims, as noted herein above. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new 
ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS 
MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

14. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arrienne M. Lezak whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-3916. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571)-272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Arrienne M. Lezak 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2143 
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